Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection with respect to all of the 
claims now in the application, i.e., namely claims 34 to 43, is respectfully requested 
in view of the foregoing amendments and the following remarks. 

The Office Action states that the reply filed on March 6, 2001 was not 
fully responsive to the prior Office Action because Applicant had not responded to the 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. §112, 1st paragraph as per §7, page 6 of the Office Action. 
In particular, the Examiner objected to the phrase "which when exposed to a 
preselected substance results in at least 3-45% mediator release". To resolve this 
objection, Applicant has deleted the objected-to language from the claim. 

In view of the foregoing, it is now believed the above noted §112 
rejection has been overcome and, for the reasons previously advanced, it is 
respectfully submitted that the claims are patentably distinguishable over the art of 
record. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection and allowance 
of the claims are earnestly solicited. 
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Enclosure: Marked up version of amended claim 
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37. (^mended) A method according to claim 34 wherein said cell line 
is a [high-]secretor va^l^nt [which when exposed to a preselected substance results in 
at least 3-45% medi^rVelease]. 



